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NITRATE REMOVAL IN A PURGE STREAM
USING CONSTRUCTED WETLANDS

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates generally to the treatment of
process purge streams and more particularly to nitrate

removal from such streams via constructed wetlands.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

In existing scrubbed and saturated gas systems such as
wet gas scrubbers (WGS) used 1n the petroleum industry and
clsewhere, the offgas may contain NO and/or NO,. These
scrubbers may be used 1n connection with combustion units
such as Fluid Catalytic Cracking Units (FCCUSs) for the
refining of crude oil. Chemicals such as sodium chlorite
(NaClO,) can be added to the scrubber liquor in order to
oxidize NO to higher oxides such as NO, and N,O.. These
higher oxides are more readily water soluble and can be
removed from the system as nitrate and discharged in the
wastewater stream.

However, some literature has shown that very high levels
ol nitrate 1n water could create health concerns. The nitrate
outflow onto shallow continental shelves can produce unde-
sirable near shore algae blooms. Nitrate’s role as a plant
nutrient can likewise cause undesirable plant growth 1n other
water bodies such as ponds and lagoons. In the United States
and Europe, legislation now specifies a maximum permis-
sible mitrate and/or total nitrogen level in water for drinking
or industrial discharge. Maximum legal nitrate levels 1n
drinking water are currently 10 mg/liter (NO,—N) 1n the
United States. In the United States, Federal and State
Agencies regulate nitrate concentrations 1n wastewater dis-
charges and groundwater 1n an effort to reduce impact to the
nation’s water supply.

In general, prior art wastewater treatment processes have
not emphasized the removal of mitrates from the eflluent.
Prior art techniques for removing nitrates from wastewater
have either been ineflective or too expensive. In fact, point
source treatment for effluent from, for example, WGS purges
has heretofore been generally unavailable. As such, WGS
purges containing mtrates and which are also high 1n salinity
have been for the most part treated only with conventional
treatment processes which do not address high salinity or
high levels of nitrates in the effluent. Conventional second-
ary wastewater treatment plants are generally designed to
primarily reduce carbon and ammonia concentrations via
biological treatment. Other known solutions also suffer from
various drawbacks such as being overly complex and/or
expensive and/or being ineflective.

SUMMARY OF THE

INVENTION

The present invention comprises a system and method-
ology for denitrification using constructed wetlands. The
constructed wetlands of the present invention can be effec-
tively applied as a wastewater source treatment technology
to any high total dissolved solids (e.g. sulfites and sulfates),
carbon deficient wastewater stream for nitrate control. Pol-
lutants are removed from the stream via a number of
processes including plant uptake, volatilization, filtration
and biological reduction. The novel process of the present
invention permits point source treatment of high mitrate
and/or high salimity effluents prior to conventional waste-
water treatment. By treating the source stream, significant
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2

advantages 1n terms of minimizing land requirements and
maximizing effluent treatment efliciencies can be obtained.

As will be recognized by one of skill in the art, the present
system and methodology offers an ability to reduce outtlow
stream nitrate concentrations in a cost-ellective manner with
minimal capital investment. The passive system of the
present invention requires mimimal maintenance and/or
operator oversight. The passive system also reduces the
requirements for chemical addition.

In one aspect, provided 1s a method for removing nitrates
from an eflluent including the steps of: introducing the
cilluent into a constructed wetlands system as an influent,
permitting the influent to flow through the constructed
wetlands system wherein the constructed wetlands system
comprises vegetation and microbial cells operating to con-
vert the nitrates 1nto nitrogen gas and other byproducts,
discharging the influent from the constructed wetlands sys-
tem 1n a form containing an amount of nitrates which 1s less
than the amount of nitrates in the influent when introduced
into the constructed wetlands system, and mtroducing said
discharged influent 1nto a wastewater processing operation.

In another aspect, provided 1s a constructed wetlands
system for reducing the amount of nitrates contained within
an eflluent stream, the constructed wetlands system com-
prising: a plurality of wetlands areas comprising vegetation
and microbial cells operating to convert the nitrates into
nitrogen gas and other byproducts, an inlet permitting the
cilluent stream to flow 1nto the constructed wetlands system,
and at least one gravel berm, the at least one gravel berm
permitting the influent to flow from one the wetlands area to
another of the wetlands areas.

In a further aspect, provided 1s a method for processing a
nitrate-rich WGS purge which 1s high 1n total dissolved
solids, the method comprising the steps of: processing the
WGS purge to settle and remove dissolved solids contained
in the purge to produce a first effluent, introducing the first
cilluent 1nto a constructed wetlands to remove nitrates from
the first effluent via bacterial action to produce a second
cilluent, and introducing the second eflluent into a waste-
water treatment process.

These and other advantages of the present invention waill
be apparent to those skilled 1n the art 1n connection with the
following discussion and the attached figures.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 1s a top view of a constructed wetlands system as
designed according to a preferred embodiment of the present
imnvention;

FIG. 2 1s a process flow diagram illustrating an exemplary
process for removing nmitrates from a WGS purge; and

FIG. 3 1s a chart illustrating test results for mitrate removal
cllectiveness when using the novel constructed wetlands of
the present invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF TH.
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS

(L]

Existing scrubbed/saturated gas systems such as wet gas
scrubbers on combustion umts such as fluid catalytic crack-
ing units typically generate an oflgas contaimng NO and
NO.,. One method for removing these components from the
system 1s to add oxidants to the scrubber system to oxidize
these compounds to higher oxides such as N,O.. These
higher oxides are more readily water soluble and can be
removed from the system as nitrate.
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As discussed above, these nitrates generally require some
form of treatment prior to introduction into discharge
lagoons or other water bodies. According to the teachings of
the present invention, a novel form of constructed wetlands
1s disclosed. The constructed wetlands of the present inven-
tion can be eflectively applied as a wastewater point source
treatment technology to any high total dissolved solids (e.g.
sulfites and sulfates), carbon deficient wastewater stream for
nitrate control. The wetlands of the present invention operate
to remove pollutants via many different processes including,
plant uptake, volatilization, filtration and biological reduc-
tion.

The primary method for pollutant removal according to
the present invention 1s through biological reduction. Sur-
face wetlands combine wetland plants, soils and hydrology
to provide an 1deal environment for the proliferation of
bacteria. These bacteria, which are mostly heterotrophic, are
responsible for the biological reduction of nitrate and the
resulting demitrification. Denitrification 1s the microbial con-
version ol nitrate to nitrogen gas in an oxygen-deprived
(anoxic) environment with a readily degradable carbon
source. Denitrifying bacteria use nitrate and nitrite as elec-
tron acceptors during respiration to generate cell energy.
Through this process, nitrates are converted into nitrogen
gas, which 1s 1nert and poses no substantive environmental
impact. The reaction caused by the microbial cells 1s
described as:

4NO;y + 11CH30H + 4HF — 2CsHObN + N, +
(carbon source) (new cell mass)
CO, + 17H,0

The constructed wetlands according to the present inven-
tion provide an 1deal environment for the removal of nitrate
via the above reaction. Since treatment of the target effluent
1s accomplished separately from the general plant eflluent,
which 1s diluted with other wastewater streams, significant
advantages 1n terms of reduced land requirements and
increased treatment efliciencies are obtained. Following
point source treatment of the target nitrate containing etilu-
ent via the methodology of the present invention, the stream
may be combined with the general plant effluent for con-
ventional wastewater treatment. As will be discussed below
in greater detail, since the effluent from, for example, a WGS
purge 1s treated herein 1n 1ts concentrated state; land require-
ments for wetlands are substantially reduced. For example,
according to one preferred embodiment of the present inven-
tion, wetlands for a design flow rate of 3350 gallons per
minute may require approximately 6-7 acres whereas, with-
out a separate point source treatment according to the
teachings of the present invention, the same eflective nitrate

removal would require wetlands sized at approximately 300
acres.

The wetlands of the present invention are designed and
planted with approprnate vegetation adapted to the expected
water chemistry and water levels. Vegetation should be
selected as 1s known 1n the art particularly using plants that
are salt water tolerant and that can withstand substantial and
long-term water mundation. It 1s also preferable to select
vegetation, which 1s indigenous to the area to minimize
environmental impact and increase the likelihood of plant
survival and flourishing. Plants should also be selected
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4

based upon the expected water depth within the wetlands
system. For example, water depth may be on the order of
two feet.

The extensive system of plant roots, stems, leaves and soil
provide a substantial surface area for the desired biological
activity. In addition to serving as a growth media, plant litter
will accumulate over time 1n the wetland environment and
serve as a continuing carbon source for the above-described
reaction. It 1s not, therefore, necessary to continually add an
external carbon source over time to ensure the continuity of
the nitrate removal eflectiveness. Notwithstanding this, in a
preferred embodiment, a carbon source such as methanol
may be introduced into the wetlands system wvia, for
example, the influent line at the early stages of the wetlands
use prior to self-sustaining plant decay within the system.
Additionally, phosphorus in the form of phosphoric acid
may be imtroduced into the system over time in order to
promote the Adenosine Triphosphate (ATP) cycle and
related bacteria function.

As a result, and 1n accordance with the system and
methodology of the present invention, the combination of
the plants, an anoxic environment and the resulting biologi-
cal activity creates an 1deal, self-sustaining, passive treat-
ment system for nitrate reduction and removal.

Naturally occurring wetlands trap suspended solids and
remove nutrients and other pollutants prior to introduction of
the stream 1nto an environmentally sensitive location. The
constructed wetlands treatment system of the present inven-
tion 1s designed to optimize the treatment performance of a
natural wetland 1n order to treat point source discharges of
process wastewater. In the constructed wetlands of the
present invention, it 1s necessary to maximize hydraulic
control over the system for peak performance. By maintain-
ing hydraulic control over the system, “short-circuiting” 1s
minimized, thereby increasing biological contact time 1n the
wetlands to permit the required reaction to occur.

Turning now to FIG. 1, one embodiment of the con-
structed wetlands of the present mnvention 1s illustrated. As
can be seen 1n the figure, raw influent, which may comprise
the process point stream Ifrom, for example, a wet gas
scrubber, 1s introduced into constructed wetlands system 100
via influent area 110. Influent area 110 may comprise, 1n a
preferred embodiment, a distribution pipe with one or more
“T”” connectors to distribute flow over the lateral entry space
into wetlands system 100. Wetlands system 100 1s preferably
comprised of an excavated area, which may be, for example,
5 to 10 acres. The excavated area may be in the range of up
to four feet deep although deeper or shallower implemen-
tations are possible. In one embodiment depth and plantings
are designed such that water depth within wetlands system
100 averages on the order of 12-18 inches. Also, in one
preferred embodiment, the slope running from the influent
entry point to the exit point may be an approximately 4 to 1
downgrade. The excavated area may be surrounded by a
berm along the perimeter, which may comprise compacted
so1l and or some other impermeable material such as a
geo-textile liner.

Within wetlands system 100, the influent first flows
through an area containing sacrificial plant forebays 120.
Sacrificial plant forebays provide total suspended solids
(TSS) control 1n that they serve to remove as much of the
suspended solids as possible prior to flow 1nto the subse-
quent wetlands areas. This serves to limit more frequent
maintenance operations to only the plant forebays 120
instead of all of the remaining wetlands areas 150. Mainte-
nance 1n the forebays 120 may consist of periodic excava-
tion of solids and replanting as necessary. Sacrificial plants
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contained in forebays 120 may be planted as plugs, stalks or
existing plants depending upon how quickly system 100 1s
expected to be operational. It 1s preferable that forebays 120
contain plants packed more densely than those in the sub-
sequent wetlands areas 150. In a preferred embodiment of
the invention, wetlands system 100 1s constructed to form at
least two 1ndependent subsystems separated by wall 170.
Wall 170 may comprise compacted soil and/or an imperme-
able material such as a geo-textile lmmer. While FIG. 1
illustrates a system with two separate subsystems, more are

possible with the only limitations being space and cost
constraints.

As shown 1n FIG. 1, each subsystem provides a separate
flowpath for the influent to flow through wetlands system
100. Following flow through sacrificial plant bays 120, the
fluid 1s forced to flow in each subsystem through a gravel
berm 140 with flow being restricted 1in other areas by a
length of impermeable berm 130. Impermeable berm 130
may comprise compacted soi1l and/or an impermeable mate-
rial such as a geo-textile liner. A liner 1s especially preferable
i the localized soil tends to be silty. Gravel berms 140 are
constructed using large, porous gravel media to allow tlow
through them. They are preferably designed to prevent fluid
channeling, encourage plug tlow through wetlands system
100 and to serve as an additional growth surface for
microbes. In a preferred embodiment, gravel berms 140 are
selected to provide as much surface area as possible to
encourage bacteria growth. It 1s also preferable that gravel
berm 140 1s implemented to impede “short-circuiting” by
providing an appropriate level of flow resistance. In one
preferred embodiment, gravel berm 140 may comprise rip-
rap, which 1s approximately 4-6" 1n size. If the gravel size
1s too small, plugging may result.

Once the tlow passes through gravel berms 140 1n each
subsystem, 1t enters a {irst wetlands area 150. Wetlands 150
are constructed based upon various criteria. There are a
variety ol hydrological conditions that influence the avail-
able plant types. Additionally, plants must be suited to
survive and, indeed, thrive within the conditions created by
the expected process wastewater. For example, salinity, pH,
amount and type of suspended solids and pollutant levels are
some ol the factors influencing plant selection and place-
ment. In addition, the selected plants must be able to survive
and flourish under local environmental and atmospheric
conditions.

After tlowing through a first wetlands area 150, the tflow
1s directed in each subsystem through another gravel berm
140 mto a second wetlands area 150. A portion of the
pathway into second wetlands area 1s blocked by another
portion of impermeable berm 130 as shown 1n FIG. 1. In a
preferred embodiment, constructed wetlands 100 by design,
causes the influent stream to flow during wetlands process-
ing in a serpentine fashion so as to distribute the bacterial
action over as large a portion of the overall wetlands as
possible. This also provides additional residence time within

constructed wetlands system 100 for the fluid so as to
maximize the amount of reaction and thus the amount of

nitrate removal.

In one preferred embodiment of the present invention, the
width of gravel berm 140 1s approximately fifty feet wherein
the overall width of the excavated area of wetlands system
100 1s approximately 1350 feet. According to this example, a
wetlands area of 6-7 acres with a designed intluent flow rate
of 350 gallons per minute will provide a fluid retention time
of five days as 1s preferable to permit acceptable processing
levels.
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As shown 1n FIG. 1, flow continues through a number of
wetlands areas 150 throughout system 100 via paths through
gravel berms 140. This provides a serial processing of the
influent through multiple wetland areas so as to achieve
maximum effectiveness 1n nitrate reduction. While FIG. 1
shows for each subsystem a flow path of one sacrificial plant
forebay, four individual wetlands areas and one common
wetlands area, such a configuration 1s merely exemplary. For
example, more or less than four individual wetlands areas
150 may be used, more or less than one sacrificial forebay
120 per subsystem may be used and more or less than one
common wetlands area 150 may be used. Similarly, the
sacrificial forebay 130 may be common to multiple sub-
systems or 1t may be associated with only a single sub-
system.

As shown 1n FIG. 1, the fluid, after being treated, is
expelled as effluent via outlet 160. Outlet 160 1s preferably
designed to allow an operator to selectively control the
amount of flow exiting the wetlands system 100 so as to
control and selectively change the water depth and flow rates
within system 100. Additionally, although not shown in FIG.
1, constructed wetlands system 100 of the present invention
preferably includes one or more bypass structures which
allows for maintenance operations while still permitting
continuous system operation via fluid diversion as required.
For example, this may be used to periodically address solids
buildup within system 100.

In a preferred embodiment of the present invention,
vartous additional design criteria are preferably included
within wetlands system 100. First, 1t 1s preferable to include
an influent flow distributor. Secondly, it 1s preferable that a
maximum slope of 1% be used to facilitate flow through
system 100.

Pilot plant testing was conducted to determine the feasi-
bility of constructing, operating, and maintaining a surface
flow constructed wetlands to effectively reduce nitrate levels
for source treatment of a high total dissolved solids, carbon
deficient, nitrate-rich wastewater stream (1.e.: WGS purge
water). In the case of a purge stream from a wet gas scrubber
210, the wetlands system 100 of the present invention 1s
located downstream of a catalyst/solids settling and removal
step 220 following the WGS purge and before the purge
water enters constructed wetlands system 100. Testing was
performed at a large refinery complex under the following
conditions:

Nitrate Inlet Concentration = 100 to 425 ppm nitrate as
nitrogen

55 to 90° L.

1.5% to 6.5% primarily as

sulfites and sulfates

Water Temperature =
Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) =

Primarily sulfites and sulfates >3 days
Hydraulic Retention Time (HRT) =

Carbon to Nitrogen Ratio = 3:1 to 4.5:1
Carbon to Phosphorus Ratio = 100:1
Water pH = 7.5 t0 8.5

Dissolved Oxygen = approximately O ppm

Testing occurred from January to May with water tem-
peratures ranging from 55 degrees F. to over 90 degrees F.
At temperatures greater than 70 degrees F., nitrate removal
clliciencies increased to 95+%. Also, with carbon, phospho-
rus, and nitrate optimization, intluent nitrate concentrations
were reduced by greater than 95% at influent concentrations
as high as 425 ppm NO,—N.

Further details concerming the tests conducted using the
novel wetlands system of the present invention 1s shown in
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connection with the chart of FIG. 3. Imitial nmitrate feed
concentrations were approximately 125 ppm (NO,—N) to
acclimate the constructed wetlands system. During this
acclimation period, an average 95% of the nitrate feed
concentration was removed. To simulate performance efli-
ciency at a higher concentration, nitrate feed concentrations
were doubled to 250 ppm (NO,—N). In these tests, nitrate
concentrations were reduced by only 60% to 70%.

The consistent removal of nitrate suggested that the high
TDS values did not impact biological denitrification. There-
fore, 1t was decided to increase the feed nitrate concentration
to approximately 365 ppm (NO,—N). Under these condi-
tions, nitrate removal rates decreased to approximately 50%
compared to the base case nitrate removal rates, which were
approximately 60% to 70%. Overall, while nitrate removal
clliciency decreased as nitrate concentration increased, mass
loading removal rates remained constant. This suggested
that the constructed wetlands pilot plant system was nutrient
limited. As testing continued, methanol addition was
increased from 3:1 to 4.5:1, and phosphorus was added to
address nutrient limitation and to establish optimal perfor-
mance parameters. In addition, inlet water temperatures
remained consistent during the pilot plant testing period.
After phosphorous addition was introduced, inlet average
temperatures were held constant at ~63° F., ~73° F., ~77° F.
and ~86° F. for approximately four weeks each during the
second, third, fourth and fifth test program months, respec-
tively. During the optimization months, nitrate removal
clliciencies increased to greater than 95%.

The original goal of the constructed wetlands operation
was to achieve an 80% average annual reduction 1n nitrate
concentration. After this successiul pilot plant demonstra-
tion, the average annual reduction in nitrate concentration
goal has been increased to 90% to 95% during normal
optimal operational conditions (1.e. 95% reduction at tem-
peratures greater than 70 degrees F.).

The foregoing disclosure of the preferred embodiments of
the present mvention has been presented for purposes of
illustration and description. It 1s not intended to be exhaus-
tive or to limit the invention to the precise forms disclosed.
Many variations and modifications of the embodiments
described herein will be apparent to one of ordinary skill 1n
the art 1n light of the above disclosure. The scope of the
invention 1s to be defined only by the claims, and by their
equivalents.

The invention claimed 1s:

1. A method for removing nitrates from an effluent com-
prising:

introducing said effluent into a constructed wetlands sys-
tem as an influent to permit said influent to flow
through said constructed wetlands system wherein said
constructed wetlands system comprises vegetation and
microbial cells operating to convert said nitrates into
nitrogen gas and other byproducts, wherein the con-
structed wetlands system comprising an influent area,
at least one sacrificial plant forebay for initial removal
of total suspended solids from said influent, at least one
wetland area and at least one berm separating the at
least one sacrificial plant forebay from the at least one
wetland area and one wetland area from another wet-
land area, wherein the berm having an impervious
section which prevents the flow of influent there
through and a pervious section which permits the
influent to tlow there through;

[l

introducing the influent into the influent area;
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permitting the influent to flow from the influent area nto
the at least one sacrificial plant forebay over a prede-
termined area of the at least one sacrificial plant fore-
bay:

permitting the influent to flow through the at least one

sacrificial plant forebay;

permitting the influent to flow through the pervious sec-

tion of the berm 1nto a predetermined portion of the at
least one wetland area;

discharging said influent from said constructed wetlands

system 1n a form containing an amount of nitrates
which 1s less than the amount of nitrates 1n said influent
when 1ntroduced into said constructed wetlands sys-
tem; and

introducing said discharged influent into a wastewater

processing operation.

2. The method of claim 1 wherein said effluent 1s nitrate
rich and of high salinity.

3. The method of claim 1 wherein said influent 1s a purge
stream from a wet gas scrubber.

4. The method of claim 3 wherein said wet gas scrubber
1s 1 connection with a fluud catalytic cracking unit for
refining crude oil.

5. The method of claam 1 wherein said constructed
wetlands system comprises a plurality of separate sub-
systems for separately processing a plurality of portions of
the total influent, wherein each of the separate subsystems
comprising;

an influent area;

a sacrificial plant forebay for imitial removal of total

suspended solids from said influent;

at least one wetland area; and

at least one berm separating the sacrificial plant forebay

from the at least one wetland area, and one wetland area

from another wetland area, wherein the berm having an
impervious section which prevents the flow of influent
there through and a pervious section which permits the
influent to flow there through.

6. The method of claim 1 where said influent area 1s an
inlet distribution pipe which distributes said influent tlow
among a plurality of lateral locations into the at least one
sacrificial plant forebay.

7. The method of claam 1 wherein said constructed
wetlands system comprises a plurality of wetlands areas,
wherein each wetland area being separated from an adjacent
wetland area by one of the least one berm.

8. The method of claim 1 wherein said pervious berm
comprises a plurality of rocks configured to maximize
surface area for the growth of said microbial cells.

9. The method of claim 1 further comprising:

adding a carbon source to said influent prior to 1ts intro-

duction 1nto said constructed wetlands system.

10. A constructed wetlands system for reducing the
amount of nitrates contained within an eflluent stream, said
constructed wetlands system comprising;:

an 1ntluent area for introducing the effluent stream into the

constructed wetlands system:;

at least one sacrificial plant forebay for initial removal of

total suspended solids from the effluent stream, wherein
the at least one sacrifical forebay be constructed and
arranged to recerve the effluent stream from the influent
area;

at least one wetland area operatively connected to the at

least one sacrificial plant forebay comprising vegeta-
tion and microbial cells operating to convert said

nitrates into nitrogen gas and other byproducts; and
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at least one berm separating one of the at least one
sacrificial plant forebay from the one of at least one
wetland area and one wetland area from another wet-
land area, wherein each of the at least one berm having

an 1mpervious section which prevents the flow of 5

influent there through and a pervious section which
permits the influent to flow there through 1n a prede-
termined location.

11. The constructed wetlands system of claim 10 wherein
said eflluent stream 1s the purge stream from a wet gas
scrubber.

12. The constructed wetlands system of claim 10 wherein
said effluent stream 1s nitrate rich and of high salinity.

13. The constructed wetlands system of claim 10 wherein
the pervious section 1s a gravel berm comprises a plurality
ol rocks configured to maximize surface area for the growth
of said microbial cells.

14. A method for processing a nitrate-rich wet gas scrub-
ber purge which 1s high 1n total dissolved solids, said method
comprising;

processing said wet gas scrubber purge to settle and

remove dissolved solids contained in said purge to
produce a first effluent;

introducing said first effluent into a constructed wetlands

to remove nitrates from said first effluent via bacterial
action to produce a second eflluent, wherein the con-

10
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25

introducing said second e

10

structed wetlands comprising an influent area, at least
one sacrificial plant forebay for 1nitial removal of total
suspended solids from said first influent, at least one
wetland area and at least one berm separating the at
least one sacrificial plant forebay from the at least one
wetland area and one wetland area from another wet-
land area, wherein the berm having an impervious
section which prevents the flow of influent there
through and a pervious section which permits the
influent to tlow there through, wherein introducing said
cifluent to produce a second effluent comprising:
introducing the first effluent into the influent area;
permitting the first effluent to flow from the influent
area 1nto the at least one sacrificial plant forebay over
a predetermined area of the at least one sacrificial
plant forebay;
permitting the first eflluent to flow through the at least
one sacrificial plant forebay;
permitting the first effluent to flow through the pervious
section of the berm 1into the at least one wetland area;
permitting the first effluent to flow through at least one
wetland area to produce the second eflluent; and
Tluent into a wastewater treat-

ment process.
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